
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 81-11

ENFORCEHENT ORDER FOR ISSUANGE OF A TIl,m SCHEDULE

ORDER DIRECTING CITIES OF SAN JOSE AND SANTA CLARA
TO COHPLY HITll REQUIREHENTS PRESCRIBED BY THE CALIFORNIA
REGIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, SAN FRANCISCO HAY
RECION, IN ORDER NO. 77-107 (NPDES PERHIT NO. CA003781,2)

The California Regional Hater Quality Control Board (hereinafter Board),
San Francisco Bay Region, finds that:

1. This Board adopted Order No. 77-107 on July 19, 1977, prescribing
waste discharge requirements for the Cities of San Jose and Santa
Clara (hereinafter discharger). Order No. 77-107 contains a
compliance time schedule prohibiting the present and future dis­
charge of wastes to warer s of South San Pranc Laco Hay or its
tributaries south of Dumbarton Bridge. This discharge proh1bition
implements the Board's adopted Hater Quality Control Plan for
San Francisco Bay Basin and the State Board Policy for Enclosed
Bays and Estuaries. This prohibit1on contained in Order No. 77-107
has not been met ..

2. The discharger and the Cities of Sunnyvale and Palo Alto are mem­
bers of the joint powers authority named the South Bay Dischargers
Authorlty (SBDA). The SBDA 1s the lead agency for the construction
of necessary disposal facilities, such as the Basin Plan Alternative
(a joint outfall north of Dumbarton Bridge), for all three member
agencies and has prepared a final Environmental Impact Statement
(JUS) for the proposed project.

3. This Board adopted Order No. 79-166 on December 18, 1979, prescrib­
ing a rev1sed partial compliance time schedule for compliance with
the prohibition of discharge of wastes to 'Haters of San Francisco
Bay or its tributaries south of the Dumbarton Bridge. The Board
specifically directed the diseharger (as a SBDA member) to submit
their final E1R/E1S and compli.ance time schedule to comply ,"lth the
prohibitions by Hay 26 and June 9, 1980, respectively. The Board
further ordered that if the FEIR/1'E1S proposed a project not in
compliance vlith the Basin Plan, the discharger Has required to
petition the Board by June 9, 1980, requesting those exceptions
and/or amendments to the Basin Plan needed for the discharger's
project to achieve compliance along with the rationale for the
exceptions and/or amendments. The order also required that the
rationale provide documenta tion tha t the discharger es proposed
non-complying project provide for a level of environmental. protec­
tion against the adverse effects of a treatment plant upset
equlvaLen t to that which would be provided if a project to comply
with the Basin Plan prohibitions was constructed.












